
~ ’ ~ o~ California The Re~)urcet Agency

 Memorandum
D~,    July 28, 1997

Lester Sn~, ~ve Dir~or
C~FED Bay Dalt~ Pr~rem
1416 Ni~ S~eet
Safe.o, California 95814

From Department of Water Resources

Category III Proposal

Enclosed please find a project proposal in response to the CALFED Bay Delta
Program Category III Request for Proposals. This proposal is entitled: Upper
Sacramento River Fisheries and Riparian Habitat Management Program (SB 1086)
Implementation: Watershed Management Planning.

This proposal is one of three proposals related to ecosystem and natural
process restoration along the Sacramento River being submitted by the California
Department of Water Resources, Northern District. The other proposals, also being
submitted today, are entitled: Ecosystem and Natural Process Restoration on the
Sacramento River;. A Quantitative Characte~fzation of Conditions Required for Ripatfan
Forest Establishment, and Sacramento River Geographic Information System: Public
Access, Data Development and Exotic Species Mapping.

Thank you very much for your consideration. If you have any questions, please
call me at (916) 529-7342.

Naser J. Bateni, Chief
Northern District

Enclosure
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F.x~cutJve Summary

Project Title: Upper Sacramento River Fisheries and Riper~n Habitat Management
Program (SBI086) Implementation: Watershed Management Planning
and Coordination

Appficant:    California Department of Water gesources (DWI~)

b. Project Description and Primary Biological/Ecological Objectives:

The proposed scope of work is for implementation of the riparian ¢�o~ portion of
the Upper Sacramento River Fisheries and giparian Habitat Management plan (SB 1086) through
the development of a local non-profit entity for watershed managemem and planning oa
Sacramento River. The goal of the SB 1086 plan is to estabfish and preserve ¯ continuous riparian
ecosystma along the Sacramento giver which will benefit a ma-ober of CALFED priority hab’n~ts
and priority spedes. Specifically, the proposed project involves hiring a coordinator for an
interim time period to assist in the development of site=specific plans for areas within the
Sacram~to River Ripariaa Conservation Area 0~ap 1), sad establish a new non-profit ripar~
land management entity that will coordinate activities and coatinue the proc, e~ ogbuilding
broader support and unders~ding for the goals of the SB1086 program.

¢. Approach/Tasks/Schedule

A coordinator will be hired for a two-year period, under the directioa of the Upper
Sacramento River Advisory Council and giparian Habitat Committee, to complete the
establislunent of ¯ non-profit entity and finalize ¯ formal agreement among participating pmies,
coordinate participation in the SB 1086 program through a public outreach program, and work
with landowners to resolve outstanding issues in developing site=specific plans for implementing
natural process and meander zone restoration, key SB1086 objectives. A~ the end of’this two-
year period, it is anticipated that the non-profit entity will be established and able to do its own

d. ~ustificetion for Project and Funding by CALFED

The purpose of’the ripa.,~m habitat planning conducted through SB 1086 is to provide for
anhanced ecosystem function of the Sacramento giver by preserving the remaining riparian habitat
and by reest~lishing ¯ continuous riparian ecosystem using the natural processes oftbe river. By
utilizing an ecosystem approach, the greatest environmental ben~ts ca¯ be attained and recovery
ogthreatened ~ endangered species can occur at ¯ broader scale while taking into account

A collaborative approach between public and private interests is necessary for inch ¯
comprehensive program, and to create a long-term viable solution for tl~ Sacramento giver. A
non=profit entity will provide ¯ forum for coordination, cooperation and consieteney among both
pubEc and private programs and interests. By u "tdizingan ecosystem approach, this project will
result in the restoration oga broad range oghabitats and species importsat to the health of the
Bay=Delta system while taking into account human imposed constraints.
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Budset Costs and Thh-d Party Impacts

DWR requests $200,000 ($I00,000 annually) to implement this 2-year scope of work.
Year 2 fm~ding i~ dependent on the funding of Year 1. Yearl may be funded separately.

This project is designed to address and provide a forum to identify potential conflicts
associated with restoration actions, and to avoid third party impacts associated with other
programs and activities along the Sacramento River.

f. Applicant Qualifications

DWR Northern District has provided technical assi~u~e, including contract
admini~on, to the Upper Sacramento River F’~ries and Ripauian Habitat Management
Planning Proca.~ (SB1086) ~.z its inception. DWR was requested by ioc~ landowner~ md
other program pm~cipar~ to mbmk this proposal (Figures 1-7, letters of rapport).

g. Monitoring and Data Evaluation

Performance monitoring will be based on the success of bringing together entitizs to
finalize and sign a formal agreement, evidence of public support through the forn~ion of a Board
of Directors, and the production of site-specific plans that remit in implementable, fundable
projects. Biological monitoring will be done for specific projects implemented and will be

used to adaptively nmmge th~ overall program.

h. Local Support/Coordination with other Programs/Compatibility with CALFED objectives

Twenty seven public and private agencies and organizatiom are working together through
the Upper Sacramento River Advisory Council (Figure 8) to d~vclop a con~stent approar.h to
ecosystem-level planning and management onthe Sacramento River. The Advisory Coun~l
supports this propo~l as being critically important to the succe~ oftbe SB 1086 process.

Tbe goals and objectivas of the SB 1086 program arc shared, or are compatible with other
programs including the Central Valley Project Improvement ~ the Centr~ Valley Habim Ioint
Venture, California Department ofFish and Game’s California Riparian Habitat Conservation
Program, the Sacramento River National W’ddilfe Refuge, the Ripmian Habitat Ioint Venture
(Farmers in Flight), and The Nature Conservm~cy’s Sacramento River Project.

The proposed work will directly and indirectly addre~ CALFED’s objective for improving
and increasing aquatic and terrestrial habitats and improving ecological fun~om by providing
riparian habitat restoration and floodplain management techniques that help restor~ a healthy river
ecosystem. Additionally, tl~ work addresses CALFED’s objectives for wat~ quality
improvemem through restoration of ripari~m forest that provides a filter for agri~tur~ nm-ofl~
improves water temperature conditions, and benefits down~esm habitats and ~ through ¯
numb~ of ecosystem links including input of sediment~ large woody de.brim, and dissolved and
p~dculate nutriems.
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t Title of Project: Upper Sa~ammxto River Fmh=ie, and Riparian Habitat
Management Program (SB1086) ImplY: Watershed
Management Phnnin8 ~rdiuafion

b. Applica~/principal investigator:

Stecy C~dlo, Env~onmen~ Spedalist
Department of Wate~ Resources, Northern District
2440 Main Street
Red Blu~ Cal~orn~ 96080
phone: (916) 529-7352

~m~l:

TyI~ of Or~u~zatio. ~d T~x Status:     St~t~ Agency

Tax Idem~ficafionNumb~r: 52-1692634

Barbara. Poison, Administrative O~fic.~
Department of Warn" Resourcet, Northern District
2440 Main Street
Red Bluff, California 96080
phone: (916) 529-7339
fax: (916) 529-7322
e-mail: polson~water.ca.gov

Participants/Collaborators in Implementation:

SB 1086 Advisory Coun~ and Riparian Habitat Committee
(Figure S)

RFP Project Group Types(s): Other Services
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HI. Project Description

a. Project Description and Approach

The California Dep~ment ofWat~ R~ourc~ requests $200,000 for in~ea~g
~apadty to implement the riparian ecosystem component oftbe Upper Sa~amento Riv~ Fblm’~
and Riparian Habitat Management Program (SB1086). The SB1086 prngrar~ a collaborative
effort of local landowners, agencies and other interested parties, has been working sin~e 1987 to
establish a plan to preserve and manage a continuous riparian ecosystem along a 222 mile
segment of the Sacramento River. Most or all of the key actions described for the Sacraimmto
River Ecological Zone in CALFED’s Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan, Volume I
addressed by the SB1086 effort.

With the re¢~ completion of a new draft Sacrcm:emo R~er Cons~m~ Area
Han~ook (Handbook), SB 1086 is ready to move into ou-the-ground implementation (Fisure 9).
All partiea agree an important step is to establish a locally-based non-profit manngeme~ entity to
represent local landowner and public interests. Landowne~ have a~ively participated in the
SB 1086 process and support the formation of a non-profit entity a~ a more equitable way to
provide them with representation in a~tivities and decisions along the River. ~ entity will
coordinate and implement voluntary floodplain management and habitat restoration efforts within
a Conservation Area identified by the SB1086 program. The non-profit entity will ove~ee
implementation of strategies outlined in the 1989 Upper Sacramento River Fisheri~ and
PJporion Habizat Management Plon (Plan) and the more specific restoration actiom outlined in
the new Handbook. Participating landowners, agen~es and other interested partiea will be linked
to the work of the non-profit entity through formal agreements and contractual agreement~ as part
of the site-specific plans.

,Activities to be pursued or coordinated by the non-profit entity address many CALFED
objectives, and when implemented wili result in significant reduction of key ecosystem stre~orz.
Non-profit activities will include:

¯ fostering further voluntary landowner participation in the program
¯ development of incentive programs, as necessary
¯ acquisition of land from willing seliers for conservation and floodplain numagement purpos~
¯ restoration and managernent of ~ritical terrestrial and aquatic habitat
¯ natural proce~ and meander belt restoration and protection
¯ improved multi-purpose river corridor management
¯ technical asaistanc~ and public eduction
¯ monitoring and research
¯ coordination of efforts of all entities to ensure consistency and efficiency
¯ ensuring that local economic impacts are minimized
¯ ensuring consistency with existing flood control programs

The non-profit entity will be involved in these a~tivities either directly or in a coordinating
role. Only programs characterized by voluntary participation will be implemented or supported by
the antity. At the end of the two-year period, it is anticipated that the non-profit antity will be
established aad able to do its own stat~ and fundralsing. Funding for specific projects will be
 ought separately.

The SB1086 Plan and Handbook and supporting tools such as GIS have laid a foundation
of priorities and principles with which to evaluate and dedgn site-spedfic numagement planning
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efforts. These efforts will provide a basis and forum for cooperation smong all of the varin~
in.rests on the river. Pm-ticipant~ in the SB1086 pro~s bring a range of ~ and knowl~
from the technical expert~ of agency ~ to the very ~e-specific knowledge oflo~
landowners. This marriage of ~ite-speeific knowledge and a big-pi~ure understanding of riparian
habitat ~ ~loog the Sacramento River is key to the restoration of its riparian for~. The
coordination neo~saty to move this process forward into implementation will be mpplkd by the
non-profit entity, facilitatin~ �ooperation and support by both private and public inter~.s.

b. Location and/or geographic boundaries of the project

The Sacramento River Conservation Area includes 213,000 acres of habitst and asg~ated
sgri�olture and urbanized ar~s along 222 miles of the main stem of the Sacrame~o River
between Keswick Dam and Verona (see Figure 10). Thereare four diadnot reach~ addre~ed
within the Handbook, each one unique in terms ofgeomorphulogy, biology, ~d

This project will greatly enhance local capacity to develop ~ implement projects.
proposal does not raquest funds for dir~t implementation of on-the-ground proje~ta, but is
designed to ~et the stage for and facilitate numerous future projects leading to signifi~nt
reduction of ecosystem stressors. The benefits outlined below will be both diro~y and indirectly

The following ~’e~or~ will be addressed through this project: as listed in the RFP:
physical isolation of the floodplain, prevention of channel meander, reduction of gravel
rec~itment, 1o~ of existing riparian zone, and water temperature; as ~ in the Teolmlcal Team
report: degraded ingream fivefine habitat conditions, lack of shaded fiverine, floodplain, sad
riparian woodland h~bitats, and lack of food supply.

These priority/za~itat~ will be addressed through this project: seasonal weti~t ~i
aquatic, instresm aquatic, shaded riverine aquatic, and riparian woodland habitat.

The following priority sp~i~s will addressed through this projeet: winter-run and spring-
nm chinook salmon, Sacramento splittall, steelhead trout, green sturgeon, ~hore bird and wading
bird guild, neotropieal migratory bird guild, migratory waterfowl, a~ well a~ a host of nth~ rare

The Sacramento River is important for anadromous fish in the followin~ ways:

¯ Fall, late-fifll, winter, and spring run chinook salmon use the mainstem to migrate to their
respective tributaries;

¯ Winter run salmon spawn in the section between Keswick and Ked Bluff~,
¯ Fall run will also spawn in the mainstem;
¯ Ali ra~es oi’juvenile salmon use the malnstem in their journey to the ocean;
¯ It provides a migratory corridor for all races of chinook salmon and steeihead.

d. Biological and Physical Benefits:

¯ As str=un meander begins to re�over, m~turalpro¢~ ~t ~¢o~y~m fun~on~ will be
restored, resulting in a system that is ultimately self-sustaining. An ecosystem exhibiting
dymmd¢ and healthy processes will be robust, more capable of accommodating dimat~ or
hydrologic changes.
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¯ geoovery of these natund processes will Foster the n~rM rege~otio~ of plant
conununities, rip~u~m/ore~ and s~vo~t/weiland~, requiring minimal human manipulafio~

¯ .As the channel meanders into existing riparian forest and begins ~odin~ the bank, #Aaded
ri~rine ~q..a~i� h~bitat, critical for juvenile salmon, will develop as riparian trees are under-
cut, and overhang and fail into the river channel. With this in.cased habitat, wa~r

¯ Increased vegetation diversity and connectivity wil/enhance migratoW corridor atui
productivi~ benefits and will provide superior habitat and foraging opportunities for a host
of species including the neotropical migratory bird guild and other terr~ species, as well
as young salmon as they ride flood waters out of the channel and over the floodplain.

¯ WaZerfowl, including wood ducks and mallards, will benefit from an in~esse inflooded
riparian forest.

¯ A meandering channel will release ~pawning graveb from the I~nks into the channel for ~e
benefit of some oft, he races of salmon.

Third party economic benefits include: I) retirement of flood-prone aSticoltural lands providing
fam~ers the opportunity to reinvest their capital in more productive isnd;
2) planned floodplain restoration resulting in more cost-effective flood control rues.rares in the
long-term; 3) acquisition of private levees and flood-prone lands eliminating the need for farmers
to implement bank stabilization and reducing their costs ofproduction~ 4) decreasing insurance
claims for flood related damages as agricuitor~ production shifts to higher ground and a greater
number of acres are cormnitted to floodplain habitat; and 5) providing the area with more local
recreational benefits, attracting more tourism income.

Benefits to CALFED non-ecosystem objectives:
Water quality: Acquisition of properties inside the Sacramento River Conse,’vation Area is an
important f~st step in improving water quality by reducing agri~ulturel inputs into th~ ~ver
(sustainable farming program/land use changes) and by trapping run-offof sediment and
pesticides/feffJlizers in riparian filter strips.
Flood control: The riparian vegetation roots and soil system: provide a natural filter for wa~
and for debris and sediments carded by flood waters which cause damage to structures and crops;
binds the soil, minimizing scouring of soils during flood events; and increases the river’s c.ap~ty
to slow down and hold floodwater, minimizing the negative impacts of flood events. Finally,
retirement of flood-prone lands will lead to a decrease in flood-related losses.

Benefits to other ecosystem restoration programs includes providing coordination with:
Central Valley Project Improvement A~ Riparian Habitat Joint Ve~tura (Partners in FIIg~),
Sacramento River National W’ddlife Refuge, Central Valley Habitat Joint Venture, The Nature
Conservancy’s Sacramento River Project, and the efforts of other private organizations and
landowners.

e. Background and Biolosical/Technical Justification

Biological Justification & Approach:
The purpose of the riparian habitat plarming conducted through SB1086 is to provide for

enhanced ecosystem function of the Sacramento Rivex by preserving the remahd~ riparian habitat
and reestablishing a continuous riparian ecosystem using tb~ natural processes of the rive~. By
u "tdizin8 an ecosystem approach, the greatest environmental benefits can be attain~ real recover!
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of threatened and enda~ered species can occur at a broader scaJe while accommodating human

The restoration and maintenance of riparian forests and related habitats along the
Sacramento River can proceed only through the restoration and maintenance of natural fluvial
8eomorpbological and hydrological processes. Riparian systems require the protection and re-

flow rece~on, ~d th~ natural patterns of storage and transport of inorganic and or~mi¢
materials. The landscapo-level ecosystsm processes necessary to maintain riparian habitats ~
maintain aquatic habitats through numerous important interrelationships.

Because of the large physical scale involved, ecosystem restoration of big rivers involves
consideration of diverse pubfic and private human interests and needs. A collaborative ~ppro~,h
between public and private interests is necessary for such a comprehem~ve progr~ sad to ~
a long-term viable solution for the Sacramento River. By providing a forum for coordination g~d
cooperation among both public and private interests, economic and natural r~our~ ~ can b~
addressed and resolved in a manner that ensures a sustah~le solution for both the eco~tem md

An ~lternafive approach to ~ proposal would involve dflferant agencies md progr~og
working sepsrately, potentially acting in opposition to each other, sml unable to t~z edvmtsg¢ of
leveraging their individual efforts. Such approaches olden result in lo¢~d governmmts mui ~
landovmera feeling separated and ~ie~at~l bythe public process. Perhaps more import~ly to
the CALFED m~ssion, without a comprehensive management fi~mework, the m~tenan~ of
ecosystem functions cannot be assured. This watershed coordination alternative provides a nz~o~
between programs within the river floodplain and builds in public participation that will ensure the
greatest level of coordination as well as leveraging of fundln_~, resources, and rapport, thereby
greatly enhancing chances of success.
Backgroond & Project Status:

Passed by the State Legislature in 1986, Senate Bill 1086 c~ed for a management plan for
the Sacramento River and its tributaries that would protect, restore, and mhanoe both fi~ries
avA rip~4an habitat. The bill established an Advisory Council, composed of representatives of
state and federal resource agencies, county superviso~ and representative~ of water contr~tor,
commercial and sport fishery, and general wildlife and conservation interests.

During its ten years of existence, SB1086 has been successful in bringing together the
pubhe ~l private interests of the Sacramento River and huflding conse~ms for the original 1989
Upper ~rnanto Ri~er Fisheries and Riparian Habitat Management Plan (Plsn), and other
supporting planning tools. Funding to support tl~ program has been provided through the
Resources Agency. In August 1992, the Advisory Counofl estabfished an informal and con.~su~-
based planning group, the Riparian Habitat Committee (Committee) that inc~lea landown~
representatives, environmental group leaders, and agency personnel.

The Comraittee has recently reached several milestones in the development of this
program including:

¯ Identification of the boundaries of a 213,000 acre Conservation Area which defines ~
zone within which interested landowners may participate in riparian habitat restoration
programs;

¯ Delineation of an inner river zone where landowners, on a voluntary basis, c~ develop or
participate in programs designed to allow the natural river processes to function for th~
most part unhindered by human intervention;
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¯ Completion of a dra.q Sacramento P, iwr Con~rvation Area Harta~x~ ~ that
provides a framework through which the goais of the program can be met for riparian
habitat management along the river and addresses the dynamics of riparian eco.~ystems,
local agricultural economies, existing vegetation and habitat, physical and biological
processes, threats and constraints, and restoration potential, including where natur~
(passive) self-restoration i~ feasible;

¯ Development of a Geographic Information System (GIS) that includes information on
historical river meander since 1896, geology, projected erosion rat~ and Ioe~ions for the
next 50 years, property ownership, areas within the 100-year floodline, and ¢mrent
historical riparian habitat, soils, and bank face characteristics;

¯ Exploration of institutional alternatives for implementation of the program;
* Framing of a draft formal agreement and draft by-laws for a new non-profit entity.

This past year, a pilot site-specific plan was developed in coordination with tlm Ripmiaa
Habitat Committee to test and demonstrate the principles and process envisioned for
implementing riparian habitat conservation along the Sacram~to River. Using tlm GIS,
Handbook and collaborative process, a technical advisury team composed of egeecy and
stakeholder organization representatives and local private landowners developed a
plan resulting in an implementation proposal being submitted to Category l’r[ under
and Nasural Proces~ Re..vtorafion on the Sacramento Ri~er: A ~4eanderbelt Implermmtation

Project.
Nex~ year this process will continue, as the same collaborative approach is used in

developing a site-specific plan for the Woodson Bridge sub-reach. This plan will be developed by
the technical advisory team using the tools of SB 1086 to demonstrate the principles in tlm Plan
and Handbook. Participation of private landowners, the local community, and Tabanm County
will be coordinated through the non-profit so that implementation will be based on agreed
solutions with landowners and third parties.

f. Proposed Scope of Work

To implement the goals of the Sacramento River Conservation Area and the SBI086
program, a non-profit entity will be established to coordinate activities, develop sitz-g~fi¢ plato
and implement projects, and build broader understanding and support for ecological progranm and
activities along the Sacramento River. An interim coordinator will be hired for a two-yem" period,
at the end which it is anticipated that the non-profit entity will be established and able to do
own sta~ng and fondralsing.

During the initial two-year phase of implementation, the coordinator will work with tlm
SB I086 Advisory Council and Riparian Habitat Committee to complete the following taslm for
estabfishing the non-profit entity and implementing the program:

, Gain further support for and participation in the non-profit’s activities, working with the
Boards of Supervisors and local communities

, Develop site-specific plan for Woodson Bridge sub:reach in coordination with landowner,
agency, and interest groups and implement site-plan recommendations

¯ Identify and develop additional sites for sit~-specifi¢ plans and pursue implementation
o Develop and implement a public outreach program to foster a broader understanding and

support for the goals outlined for the Conservation Area
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¯ Resolve outstanding issues working with landowner~ and develop incentives for landowner
participation

Non-Profit Entity_ Establishment:
¯ F’maliz¢ formal agreement between cooperating parties
¯ Develop and secure buy-in for organizational by-laws
¯ Help :¢cndt and support a Board of Directors
¯ File necessary paperwork to create a non-profit corporation

As required, quarterly programmat�c and financial reports will be submitted to the State.
These will include progress reports f~om DWR. on hiring and status of non-profit development
and other accomplishments, and documents developed within the scope of work.

g. Monitoring and Data Evaluation

The perfonnence monitoring ~l reporting will be based on the above ~ activiti~.
Project specific monitoring will be required for implementing site specific plans. An important
aspect of this non-profit entity will be to ensure monitorin~ protocols are coordinated with other
efforts along the fiver.

h. Implementability

All parties involved in the SB1086 process to date agree that the first step to coordination
and implementation of voluntary floodplain management and ecological re, ration along the
Sacramanto River is to estabfish a locally-based non-profit management entity to ~ develop and
implement site-specific recommendations for voluntary floodplain n~nngement and restoration
along the Sacramento River. These actions were endorsed dir~dy by the SB1086 Advisory
Council and further suppor~d by private landowners as a method for fully repre~anting the
balance of private and pubfi¢ interests within the Sacramento River Cons~vation As~

SBI086 participating agencies and organizations have committed staiftime to support
tbe~ activities and DWR has committed extensive project administration, project menagzmmt
and leg~ time to this effort. Tbe Nature Conservancy (TNC) will be providing technical expmise
in the eatablishment~ management and administration of the non-profit entity.

The non-profit entity will be implementing strategies outlined in th~ Upper Sacramento
~ Fisheries and IUparian Habitat Management P/a~ and the more specific restoration a~tions
outlined in the draft ~acramento PJver Conservation Area Handbo~. Landowners, agencies gnd
other interested parties have been involved in a consensus-driven process to develop these
documents and will be linked to the work of the non-profit through formal agreemmts. This
work is intended to increase coordination, and consequently the succ, e~ of the various programs
and activities taking place along the river.

9

I --004379
1-004379



IV. Costs and Schedule to Implement Proposed Project

& Budget Costs

The total request for ~ f~nds is $200,000 ($100,000 8nnua/ly for a 2-year l~riod).
Y~ar 2 fimding will be dependent on the funding ofY~ar 1. Year I could be funded sepan~ly.

The proposed budget is for a sctvi~ contract th~ includes thc cost of sahu~
(plu~ beeefiu), ot~ce spa:e, traveJ and otl~ related expenses (m=ili~ photocopy~ etc.)
a~ociated with the project coordinator position. The labor and overhead ~ with ~
~nd over~ght of the coorcEnator and ensuring compliance with the g~ant ~greeme~t will be
contributed by DWR~ TNC will �ontn’bute technical a~ance in the e.~abli~
¯ ~nini~a-ation ~nd management of the non-profit e~tity.

Pm|ect Direct Direct Material & Mbee/Immous
Ph~e and Labor Sala~ and Overhead Service Acqubi~on and e4her ToLd

Task Hours Benefits Labor Contracts Contracts Direct Cos~J Cmt
Y~a" i 5100~,000
Yem" 2 $100~000

TOTAL AMOUNT REQUESTED: S200,000

b. Schedule Milestones
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V. Applicant Qualification.

Project Mana~m~ and coordination will b~ the rcspon~bility oI~DWR No~n Di~r~

re.oration project~ throughout Northern C~ifornia including the Saeram~to River. TI~
Northern District oi~ce has staff qualified in the areas of botany, hydrology, hydrogeology and
h~ ~ondu~’~d ex~ensivc botanical and fluviel-geomorphic field studie~ elong tl~
River. DWK Northern District has provided t~chnical support aad contract admini~ation to
SB1086 ~ the program was begun over 10 years ago.

The Project M~,~ager will be Sta~’y Cepello, ~viro~ Sp~:~i~t IV, who i~ th~ l~l
per&on for the eavironm~al ~-vice~ ~’fion ofth~ Northern Dim’ict Oi~ce. Sta~ h~ over 12

Office for ~uppo~
The Admini.~’ativ¢ Project IVI~mager ~ b~ Barbara Poison, Chief of th~ Admini~’afiv¢

Branch of DWR.’s Northern District

VI. Compliance with standard terms and condition.

c.oadition~ i~Auding the lateragen~y Agreem~t and ~aadard ~ included in tl~ Kequ~t for
Propo~l~.
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Board of Supervisors    F I.

COUNTY OF TEHAMA

District I - Barbara Mclver
District 2 - Georg� Raw, eli Richard Robi~on

District 4 - Ra~s ~rner to the Board of ~
District J - Bill Borror

July 23, 1997

Mr. Lester Snow
CALFED BAY DELTA PKOGRAM
1416 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Snow:

As a member of the Tehama County Board of Supervisors and the SB 1086 program Advisow Cotmeil,
I am in strong support of the proposal being submitted by the Department of Water Resources to your
agency to provide funding for implementation of the SB 1086 program. I feel this program has the
capability to address many of the Northern Sacramento Valley issues which are of interest to CalFed.
The structure and de~ision making process is largely in plac~ to proceed as outlined in the Sacramento
River Conservation Area Handbook. With the funding for the position of a full-time coordinator, the
work can begin identifying sites along the river for implementation of the program.

It is my belief that the SB 1086 program, which brings all the stakeholders together in evaluating and
addressing river habitat and conservation issues, provides CalFed with a unique opportunity to
capitalize on a lot of work already accomplished. Living on the river and owning farmland along it, I
have first-hand knowledge of the tremendous resource we enjoy and the tremendous responsibility we
have in managing it for future generations. The SB 1086 program calls for voluntary participation
among the stakeholders. I strongly feel this to be an essential dement of the program. I feel CaWed
and SB 1086 programs should be a coordinated effort. The establishment of the coordinator position
"seems a logical approach to achieve the goals of both entities.

I realize the tremendous task you and your staff face in setting priorities for available funding. If I can
be of any further assistance in your evaluation of this proposal, please feel free to call on me at any time.

Sincerely,

Bill Borror
Supervisor, District 5

BB:dc

Meetings I0:00 A.M. Tuesday of Each Week
P.O. Box 250 * 633 Washington St., Red Bluff, CA 96080 ¯ (916) 527-4655 ¯ FAX (916) 529-0980
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Sacramento 2.
Valle andowners

Association

Lester Snow                                          Jul7 22, 1997
CalFed Bay Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Snow:

The Sacramento Valley Landowners Association supports the
proposal being submitted by the Department of Water Resources
for earl7 implementation of the SB-1086 program as outlined in
the Sacramento River Conservation Area Handbook. There are
several issues yet to be full7 answered for the landowners,
particularly about responsibility and funding for revetment
needs on public and private lands in, and adjacent to the
inner zone. However, we believe that solutions to these
questions can be developed within the MOA to be signed by all
the responsible agencies.

The SB-I086 program has made major progress toward
implementing the Upper Sacramento River Fisheries and Riparian
Habitat Management Plan as adopted in 1989. Most of the
fisheries problems as outlined in the Plan have been, or, are
in the process of being solved, and with the development of
the draft riparian habitat Handbook and GIS, it is time to
intensify efforts to establish the non-profit management
entit7 and finalize the MOA.

An essential part of this effort continues to be working
with affected public and private landowners, government
agencies, and other groups and individuals. Coordination of
this effort is needed to assure involvement and commitment
from all stakeholders. SVLA believes implementation of the
DWR proposal is essential to a successful SB-I086 program.

Sincerely,

Burr Bundy,
Executive Director

Burt Bundy, Executive Director
P.O. Box 879, Los Molinos, CA 96055 ¯ Phone & Fax (916) 384-0161 ¯ email - svlaburt@aoi.com

I --004383
1-004383



SHASTA VIeW P.O, Box 9~0 FAX 916 38~-1637

FARMS

July 22, ~997

Lester Snow
CaIFed Say Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street
Sacramento, Ca. 95814

Dear Mr. Snow:

We are local farmers in Tehama County with lands
bordering the Sacramento River. We support the organization
of the $81086 committee with a full TIME COORDINATOR as we
believe activation of the $81086 process in term of river
projects will benefit ourselves and other farmers who are
interested in environmentally sound solutions to flood
problems.

I believe funding of a full time position is especially
important in involving the managers of SBI086 and CalFed in a
process which will be extending into the future. If there
are any doubts about funding this position, it could be
reviewed at appropriate intervals.

We appreciate your consideration of our support in this
matter.

Sinc~

Jr.
General Manager
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23, 1997

C~ Bay-Del~ Pro~
1416 ~m~ Suee~ Suite I155
S~ento, C~o~a 95814

The Nature Conservancy would like to express strong support for the Category ]H
proposal being submitted by the Department of Water Itesources entitled ’%rpper Sacramento
River Fisheries and Riparian Habitat Management Program (SB1086) Implementation:
Watershed Management Planning and Coordination". The proposed program will rapport the
development and implementation of site-specific plans along the river, and development of a non-
profit entity to facilitate program implementation.

The Nature Conservancy has been working closely with the SB 1086 Riparian Habitat
Committee to develop the fist site-specific plan (a meander restoration propossl being submitted
as a separate Category lII proposal). We feel this pilot project is proceeding succes~dly, and it is
now time to expand these efforts to implement actions in the Conservation Area and inner fiver
raeander zone. To accomplish th~s~ ta,~, we support the hir~g ofa fi.OJ-time coordinator to form
an entity to coordinate efforts to achieve the riparian habitat management goals of SB 1086, and
the related goals and visions of the CALFED process.

An essential part of this effort continues to be working with affected public and private
landowners, government agencies, and other groups and individuals. The essence ofthe SB1086
process is commitment from a variety of interests along the fiver. The establishment of a non-
profit entity will galvanize this commitment.

The Nature Conservancy has pledged an offer of technical assistance in tbe developng~t
of the new non-profit entity, and we also plan to work olosely with the nascent non-profi in
development and implementation of site-specific projects.

We look forward to actively supporting and participating in the implementation of this
program, and working toward our mutual goal of a healthy Sacramento River ecosystem.

Regional Director
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UPPER SACRAMENTO RIVER ADVISORY COUNCIL ~’~’;~ ~" "-~"-~ ~ ~-~-"-
2440 MAIN STREET
RED BLUFF, CALIFORNIA 9608(~2398

July 22, 1997

Mr. Lester Snow, Executive Director
CALFED Bay Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Snow:

The SB 1086 Advisory Council would like to express strong support for the Category III
proposal being submitted by the Department of Water Resources for eady implementation of
the SB1086 program as outlined in the Sacramento River Conservation Area Handbook. The
proposed program will provide funding for the development and implementation of site-
specific plans along the river, and development of a nonprofit management entity. These
tasks would be carried out by a full-time coordinator, and are key to forwarding the riparian
habitat management goals of SB1086, and the goals and visions of the CALFED process.

The SB1086 program has made major progress toward implementing the Sacramento River
riparian habitat restoration plan as set forth in the 1989 Upper Sacramento River Fisheries
and Riparian Habitat Management Plan. Working through the SB1086 Riparian Habitat
Committee, the SB1086 Advisory Council has developed the draft Sacramento River
Conservation Area Handbook, with accompanying computerized GIS of the river. The Council
has also been working toward the creation of a new non-project entity to coordinate and carry
out restoration and management activities. Finally, text is being drafted for a memorandum
of agreement (MOA) to be signed by the new entity government agencies, and other
interested parties, which formalizes coordination and cooperative relationships.

An essential part of this effort continues to be close coordination with affected public and
)rivate landowners, government agencies, and other groups and individuals. The essence
of the SB1086 process is commitment from a wide vadety of interests along the dvero

.There is a clear need at this time to intensifij efforts to establish the non-profit entity and
finalize and execute the MOA so that the SB1086 program is favorably positioned to carry out
and cooperate with new endeavors concerned with river corridor management. This
includes close coordination with the CALFED process.

Thank you for your consideration.

incerely,

1086 Advisory Council

cc: Department of Water Resources
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July 23, 1997

Mr. Lester Snow, Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street
Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Mr. Snow:

The Califomia Water Commission has been actively involved in the SB 1086
process since its beginning. We have been encouraged by the successes of the
fishedes restoration projects outlined in the report entitled, Upper Sacramento River
Fisheries and Riparian Habitat Management Plan, January 1989; however, the ripadan
habitat goals along the Sacramento River identified in the report now need to be
addressed.

The Commission strongly supports the proposal being submitted by the
Department of Water Resoumes for a coordinator to provide leadership and
management for early implementation of the SB 1086 program as outlined in the new
Sacramento River Conservation Area Handbook.

If you have any questions concerning the Commission’s support, please call either
Commissioner Audrey Tennis at (916) 891-5580, who has been our representative on
the SB 1086 process or Raymond Barsch, our Executive Officer, at (916) 653-5958.

Sincerely,

California Water Commission

cc: Douglas P. Wheeler
David N. Kennedy
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July 24, 1997

Mr. Lester Snow, Executive Director
CALFED Bay Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Snow:

I strongly rapport the Department of Water Resources proposal for Category I~ funding
for implementation of the SB 1086 program as outlined in the Sacramento River Conservation
Handbook. The funds will be used to create a non-profit management entity, headed by a full-
time coordinator, who’s responsible for the implementation of site-specific plans for habitat
restoration along the Sacramento River.

The Upper Sacramento River Advisory Council has made major progress toward
implementing riparian habitat restoration, as se~ forth in the 1989 Upper Sacramento River
Fisheries and Riparian Habitat Management Plan. Through the SB 1086 process, land owners and
government agencies have come to realize the interrelatedness of flood control, habitat and
natural progression, and in doing so have developed the Sacramento River Conservation Area ¯
Handbook. It is essential that a management entity be formed to coordinate restoration efforts
with public and private interest.

Once again, I strongly support the formation of a non-profit organization in conjunction
with a MOA, as a means to facilitate restoration efforts and channel management in the upper
Sacramento River,

Sinc|rely,

Member of Congress

VF/fvh
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Figure g. Letter of Suppotq

United States Deparrmen~ or’the Interior

752 Cowry Road 99W, Willow, Califom~ 95988

July 24, 1997

Mr. Le.~r S~ow, Executive Director

t416 N"mth Stzeet, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Snow:

The U.$. Fish a~d Wildlife Service (,qervice) 0.rid Saeta~ento National W’~dlife Refi~e Complex
(Complex) would like to ex4x~ss strong sutTport for the proposal being submitted by the
12~imrtmant ot~ Water geaourC~ for Cate6o~" fff ~madi~g ~or implement=tion of the
SB 10~6 P~ogram as outlined in the Sacramento Rivet Conservation Area Handbook.
pmpot~*d Program will provide ftmdtng fl~r th~ development aaa lmpl,mentadon of
p~ along ~he giver and d~elopment of a nonprofit management entity. These tasks would
carried out by a ~ time e, oo~iaator and ar~ key to forwarding the rilmrian habitat management
goals of SB 1056 and the goals and visions ofth~ CALFED-Bay Delta

"t-he SB t 086 Program has made major progress cowat~i Implementing the S~ramento River
rivarian habitat restoration goal as set forth in the 1989 Upper Sacramento River Fisheries and
Riparian Habltat Management Plan. Working thmugh the SB ~086 RiparlanBabitat Committee,
the SB 1086 Advkory CounoLI (Counoil) has developed the drL~ Saeram~ato Rivet
Conse~a~on Area Handix~ok. The Counoil is also workiug on the e~tabli~hment of a non~ofit
entity to ¢oordlzLate and ¢an’y out restoratlott and lalanagement aottwities. Finally, tegt is being
drafted for a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) to be sisncd by the new entity, government
agencies, and other interested par~ies which formalizes ¢oordimtion and cooperative

A~ essential part of this el~l’ort ¢onttxmes 3o be workLn8 with affected public and private
landowners, government agencies, aa~t other groups. The essence orate SB 1086 process is
¢omraitmtat from a veriery of interests along the River. The mission of this Program meets with
Service and Complex’i goals and abjegtlve thr the ,q~rame~m River National Wildlife Refuge
(Refuge). The a~vities outlined in ~e Saoramento River Conservation A~ea Handbook ~
�onsi~.ent with the prlng~plcs ui" the ComplcA’s management plans a~d hfitiatlves f~r the
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